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Mr. 7olm rrice
Washingtbn StaEe Deparunent ofEcology ., ^

13 100 PortofBenton Blvd. ^̂ C
Richland, WA 99354-1670

October I0,2005

RE 2-I6-IT-12,Cia'b, 200-UP=i Opera'ble Uinrt (fli7) 200<UW-1 OU; aad 200-UW-1 vdaste Sites
Proposed P€mf

Dear Mr. Price:

To date, the Wasbmgton Deparlment ofEcolagy (Eeology) has not responded to my June 27, 2005
commeritssubmittod ditintg3he 2{IO FF^=2- Waste Si#es ProposedPlan eommenf period and in relation to
the proposedreelassiPication ofthe 215 U-12Cnb. As my com^nenis were sobmitted during the290 UW-
1 Waste Si^sopqsed•Plafi{ivhicTiFitielttdes the 216 U-12 Crcb), I believe a iespoase to m3 comments
piiOT tathe 216-U-12 Crib reclassificadon.public involvement event is.appropriateand 1 await Ecology's
response - :,

As a citizen, I received five eleetrouic pubH0involvem.ent"mail messages (Aprd 6; 2005 [1:25 pm]; April 6,
2005 [1:55 pm], Ivlay'2, 2005, May 13, 2%5; aud May f$; 2005) regarding the 200-UW-1'OU cleanup
decision-making process. The April 6,2005 [1:25 pm] message provided advatTCed notice ofpuliTic
comirient period on ihe 216-U-12 Crib-permit itiodt'1"ieatiaii-to incltuie tlie unit iif tbe!I3atlforit Site-Wlde
RCRA Permit: The ApiH•6; 2005 (1:55 pm} iries'sage provided noticeofen upcoming public comment
period on the'cleanup'alternahves evaluatel' Porilte U Plant Area Waft Sites (200-IJ6t'-1'QII). The May
2, 2005 message provided notice 7Tiat?lie" pitbfie-cornmeiit peiiod foi'the 216I7-:12 Crib; coinciding with
the 200-UM4Proposed Plan,, has been postponed One week" The May 43, 2005 messagepeovided notice
that ofcleanup alternatives-e'valuaEion for the U Plain.t Area Waste Sites (200-I3W-1 OU). Ii:`is worthy of
note that the four messages all identified the 216-U-12 Crib as a Resource Conservation and RecovezyAct
(RCRsk)'#rea`inaeirt, storage; and disposal (fSOf unit. Ttie%Mav 19. 2005 messdoe'orovzded "vrida2ed' :

The message clearly indicated thatthe public comment period for the 200-UOV-1 CERCLA Proposed.Plan
comment period would occur as planned and that Ecology would further explain the possible change in
status for the 216-U-F2 crib 4-the3pablic meeting_,;It is wortbytif noting that none oftbe messages '<
indicated that public comments would not be receivedfor the proposed reclassification ofthe 216-U-12
Cn'b. Again, I submitted comments during the 200-UW-1 Waste SitesP"roposedPlan public comment
period and as such, believe that I deserve a response to my comments viathe 200-UW-1 Waste Sites
Proposed Plan Responsiveness Surumary.

Considering the technical and regulatory complexities associated with the 200-UW-1 OU (which contaius
30 soil waste sites and one RCRA TSD unit (216-IJ-12 Crib) in the vicinity ofthe 221-U Plant Facility (U
Plant) chemical processing plant) and the agencys division ofgroundwater and source units, I requestfhe
public involvement process be coordinated to address:

1. the 30 soil waste sites,
2. the 1 RCRA'PSD (216-U-12 Cnb),
3: the source OU,
4. the groundwater OU, and
5. the designated groundwater point ofcompliance for each of the 31 waste si#es

I submitted my 216-U-12 Crib re-classification comments so that they could be considered in context ofthe
30 other waste sites, the source O1J, the groundwater OU, and the RCRA andMTCA groundwater poini-o-f-
compliance (groundwater protection) standarcls- I respectfully submit that whenthe agency separates
cleamrp decisions, it is very difficult for the public to understand: 1) the cleanup decision-matciug process
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and 2) if and(or how applicable environmental protection standards are being saYisfied. I request that the

cleanup decisions for: the 200-UtiV-1 OU; 2) the 200-UP-1 OU, and 3) the 216-U-12 Crib be made
simultaneously- In this way, the public can 1) understand the cleanup decisions as they relate to all,
regulatory and adnministrative requirements and components, and 2) actively engage in the public

involvement process with an understanding ofwhat is being proposed. Without the public understanding
which environmental protection standards will be applied to which component (source OU, groundwater
OII, andRCRA'FSD ttnrt), it is unf2irto ask thepublic to comment ot4 a proposed cleanup.action that
cannot be properly put into context with other related actions or even applicable standards.Therefote, I
request that the public comment period be repeated after Ecology can identify:

1. ifRCRA groundwater protection standards ofWAC173-303-645 will be applied to the 216-U-12
Crib,

2. ifRCRA elosure performance staisdards of WAG 173-303-610 will be applied to the 216-U-1.Z .
Crib,

^

3, how RCRA. corrective action standards ofWAG 173-3o37,0b will,be applied to the 30 or 31 non-
' TSl^^wastesiYesk n ,;,±

4. which and how RCRA and MTCA ARARs will be satisfied for the 30 or 31 aon-TSD waste siYes `
5. criteria for requiring unit-specific groundwater point-of-compliance monitoring for the 30 or 31

waste sites (ta,satisfy MTCA.groundwater prate(Aion standards),
6. criteria for.determining if deep vadosezone cqntzminatiori characterization will be obtainedfor

the 30 or31 non-TSD waste sites,
7: .quantifrable.eriteria (i.e,; nuptericalstandards applied at a/the specified point of compliance) for

deciding if waste will be removedfrom any orall of tJie 30 or 3,1 non-TSD waste sites,
$. qTiantifia,ble eriteria (i.e., numerical standards applied at a/the speoified point ofcomptiance) for .

deciding if any ofthe 30 or 31 non-TSD waste sites will,be capped, and ,
4. uaitspecifie.and media-specific (i e:, vadose zone and grounciwater) criteria for,monitoring the,

effectiveness of a cap for any or all ofthe 30 or $1 non-TSX3 waste sites.

In summary,.this member,o£the public is confused by the process by,wluch cleanup decisioMwiU
be

(flr
are being or have been) made andthe publicinvolvemeniprocess for the cleanup decisions aiTectipg the.
216-U-12GrAb;tbe-200-UP-L,OU;andtbe:2094IW-1OU. Thereforelrectuestl re;do°Rfthaegtire,,,
eleanup dgrision-making and public involvement processes for-the 215-U-12 Crrb, the 20D-Ul',1 OU and , r
tire 240r.Ulx/i ,OU,.:^.' ^

. . ^ , .1a .< ,.. : :0.. . , :._ : . . -. . . . . ..._4 , ,. . . .. .

lf you have any questions or would lilce to discuss;his lglte I may be reacjiedat (509) 627,1161.

Sincerely and in well-deservedeonfnsion,
, . . . . . .. . ...

,., ,... . ..;.a.; ' ^ . . .

^ ^ _ ^• ,

i
. 3•; _ ,.

Alisa D. Huckaby
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